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ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PRE-APPEAL BRIEF CONFERENCE 


MAIL STOP AF 

Commissioner for Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 


Sir: 


INTRODUCTORY COMMENTS 


This paper accompanies the PRE-APPEAL BRIEF REQUEST FOR REVIEW, 
and includes arguments in support for the pre-appeal brief conference and allowance of 
the pending claims. These arguments are in response to the office action dated March 3, 
2006. A Notice of Appeal is submitted herewith with the appropriate fee. 
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ARGUMENTS 

The sole rejection that will be addressed in an appeal brief is the rejection of 
pending independent claim 15 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. 
patent 6,332,029 Bl (Azima). 

Claim 1 5 recites a transducer including the limitation that recites a piezo-electric 
element having two radial surfaces wherein one of the radial surfaces is directly glued to 
a membrane. This limitation.requires that one of the radial surfaces be directly glued to a 
membrane and not just to some portion or segment as taught by Azima. Moreover, the 
term "directly" requires that the piezo-electric element is adjacent to the membrane and 
not connected to the membrane with some intermediate element as taught by Azima. 

The pending rejection of claim 15 relies on the illustrations of Figs. 14 and 15 in 
Azima which show a disc shaped piezo bender (27) having two radial surfaces, and being 
mounted to a membrane (2). Contrary to the notion of directly adhering a "radial 
surface" to a membrane, as required by pending claim 15, Azima requires that the piezo 
bender be fixedly mounted by its "periphery" (31) (shown in Figs. 14 and 15 as being 
edges) on the surface of the membrane with a central portion of the bender (27) being 
freely suspended over a cavity (29) of the membrane (col. 32, lines 61-67). 

The radial surfaces of the piezo bender of Figs. 14 and 15 of Azima are not 
directly adhered to a membrane, and instead only the peripheral edges are adhered to the 
membrane. Further, the center portion of the piezo bender is specifically described as 
being suspended freely from the membrane which is in direct contradistinction to the 
limitation of claim 15. The features of the embodiments of Figs. 14 and 15 of Azima 
clearly illustrate substantially different features from the transducer of pending claim 15. 

Turning to Fig. 24 of Azima, which is also relied upon in the rejection of claim 
15, Fig. 24 shows a transducer in the form of a crystalline piezo-electric disk (27) that is 
mounted on a metallic carrier (118) which in turn is mounted onto the membrane (2). 
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The disk is not directly glued to the membrane, but instead it is glued directly to an 
intermediate element in the metallic carrier which in turn is secured to the membrane. 

For these arguments, it is submitted that pending claims 15-30 are patentable over 
Azima, and allowance of all of the pending claims is respectfully requested on a review of 
the aforementioned arguments. 

If any issues remain that may be resolved by a telephone or facsimile 
communication with the Applicant's Attorney, the Examiner is invited to contact the 
undersigned at the numbers shown below. 

BACON & THOMAS, PLLC Respectfully submitted, 

625 Slaters Lane, Fourth Floor 
Alexandria, Virginia 22314-1176 *v 


Phone: (703) 683-0500 
Facsimile: (703) 683-1080 



Date: May 30, 2006 


JUSTIN J. CASSELL 


Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No. 46,205 


